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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

This response is being submitted to the Official Action mailed September 5, 2002 
("Official Action") in the above captioned application. A response to this Official Action was 
due on October 5, 2002, however, Applicants herewith submit a Petition for a Five Months' 
Extension of Time. The five (5) months' extension of time is from October 5, 2002 to March 5, 
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2003. Under provision 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a)(5), a check in the amount of $985.00 is enclosed for 
a small entity. No other fees are believe due for this response, however, the Assistant 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No. 50-0540. 

The Examiner restricted pending claims 1-7 to Group I and Group II. In response to the 
Official Action, restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. § 121: 

I. Claims 1-6 drawn to a process, classified in class 264, subclass 105, 

II. Claims 7, drawn to a composition, classified in class 252, subclass 511. 
Applicants provisionally elect, with traverse, the Group I claims, namely clai 

drawn to a process for prosecution on the merits. 

It is respectfully requested that the restriction requirement be favorably 
reconsidered and withdrawn. In view of the fact that the present claims are all related to the 
same subject matter, it is submitted that a search of the prior art when examining the elected 
claims of Group I would, at the same time, result in a search of the prior art when examining the 
remaining claims of Group II. It would seem, then, that to require the filing of a separate 
divisional application directed to the Group II claims would result in the very same search being 
repeated, but at a later date. It is submitted that this duplicate search would be quite inefficient to 
the operation of the Patent and Trademark Office. 

Therefore, since a single search can be performed for all Groups of claims without any 
significant burden on the Patent Office, it is respectfully requested that the restriction 
requirement be withdrawn. 
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The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned regarding this Response or about 
any other issue. This Response is timely filed and an early and favorable action on the merits is 
earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS & FRANKEL LLP 
Attorneys for Applicants 




Gerard Bilotto, Reg. No. 51,474 

919 Third Avenue 

New York, New York 10022 

Phone: (212) 715-9100 

Fax: (212) 715-8000 
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